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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections -35 USC §112 
1 . The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

a. Claims 7, 24 and 41 recite the limitation " the expected form" in line 2. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

b. Claims 14, 3 1 and 48 recite the limitation " the expected form" in line 2. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

c. Claims 15, 32 and 49recites the limitation " the expected form" in line 2. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

3. Claims 10, 16-17, 27, 33-34, 45 and 50-51are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 



anticipated by U.S. patent No. 6, 792577 to Kimoto. 
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a. As per claim 10, 27 and 44, Kimoto teaches method for communicating a data element in 
a way that does not identify the format of the element, comprising: receiving the data element 
(See col. 15, lines 38-43); extracting a unique identifier that specifies the format of the data 
element (See col. 16, lines 10-12, style Id is fetched from USESTYLE tag in the XML document)^ 
and processing the data using the unique identifier (See col. 16, lines 13-28). 

b. As per claims 16, 33 and 50, Kimoto teaches the claimed invention as described above. 
However, Kimoto fails to teach wherein processing the unique identifier includes: creating a 
second identifier based on an expected format of the data element; and comparing the unique 
identifier and the second identifier (See col. 16, lines 10-34). 

c. As per claims 17, 34 and 51, Kimoto teaches the claimed invention as described above. 
Furthermore, it would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to receiving the data element in the ASN.l PER standard format since this standard 
was well known in the art at the time of the invention. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 



4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 
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5. Claims 1-9, 18-26 and 35-43 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over WO 02/27486 to Barber in view of U.S. Patent No. 6, 792577 to Kimoto. 

a. As per claims 1,18 and 35, Barber teaches a method for generating unique identifier for 
software component. Furthermore, Barber teaches a method for communicating a data element in 
a way that does not identify the format of the element, comprising: creating a unique identifier 
specifying the format of the data element (See page 12, lines 30-35, generates a unique identifier 
that serves as a label associated with a software component)', However, Barber fails to teach 
inserting the unique identifier as part of the data element; and transmitting the data element and 
unique identifier. 

Kimoto teaches inserting the unique identifier as part of the data element (See col. 4, 
lines 20-23, adding a style sheet identifier which is unique to a style sheet which defines the 
expression form of the distribution data content to the distribution data content); and 
transmitting the data element and unique identifier (See col. 4, lines 23-24, distributing the 
distribution data content). 

It would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to incorporate the teaching of Kimoto in the claimed invention of Barber in order to a 
superior style sheet management technology which is capable of appropriately managing style 
sheets which define the expression form of digital data in a computer language format (See col. 
3, lines 60-67). 



b. 



As per claims 2, 19 and 36, Barber in view of Kimoto teaches the claimed invention as 



Application/Control Number: 10/630,846 Page 5 

Art Unit: 2141 

described above. Furthermore, Barber teaches wherein creating the unique identifier further 
comprises producing a canonical representation (See page 16, lines 1-14). 

c. As per claims 3, 20 and 37, Barber in view of Kimoto teaches the claimed invention as 
described above. Furthermore, Barber teaches wherein creating the unique identifier further 
comprises hashing the canonical representation to produce the unique identifier (See page 15, 
lines 16-19). 

d. As per claims 4, 21 and 38, Barber in view of Kimoto teaches the claimed invention as 
described above. Furthermore, Barber teaches wherein creating the unique identifier further 
includes creating the unique identifier with a fixed size (See page 5, lines 31-32). 

e. As per claims 5, 22 and 39, Barber in view of Kimoto teaches the claimed invention as 
described above. Furthermore, Barber teaches wherein creating the unique identifier further 
includes creating the unique identifier with a fixed size of sixteen bytes (See page 5, line 35). 

f. As per claims 6, 23 and 40, Barber in view of Kimoto teaches the claimed invention as 
described above. Furthermore, Barber teaches wherein creating the unique identifier further 
includes creating the unique identifier with an indication of a recursion (See page 9, lines 21-31) 

g. As per claims 7, 24 and 41, Barber in view of Kimoto teaches the claimed invention as 
described above. Furthermore, Barber teaches wherein creating the unique identifier further 
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includes determining whether the expected form includes a structure or a type of data in the data 
element (See page 12, line 35) 

h. As per claims 8, 25 and 42, Barber in view of Kimoto teaches the claimed invention as 
described above. However, Barber fails to teach wherein transmitting the data element includes 
transmitting the data element through the Internet. 

Kimoto teaches transmitting the data element includes transmitting the data element 
through the Internet (See col. 6, liners 49-51). 

It would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to incorporate the teaching of Kimoto in the claimed invention of Barber in order to a 
superior style sheet management technology which is capable of appropriately managing style 
sheets which define the expression form of digital data in a computer language format (See col. 
3, lines 60-67). 

i. As per claims 9, 26 and 43, Barber in view of Kimoto teaches the claimed invention as 
described above. Furthermore, it would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art to 
transmit the data element in the ASN.l PER standard format since this standard was well known 
in the art at the time of the invention. 

6. Claims 1 1-15, 28-32 and 45-49 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over U.S. Patent No. 6,792577 to Kimoto in view of WO 02/27486 to Barber 
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a. As per claims 1 1 , 28 and 45, Kimoto teaches the claimed invention as described above. 
However, Kimoto fails to teach wherein receiving the unique identifier further comprises 
receiving the unique identifier of a fixed size. 

Barber teaches wherein the unique identifier is of a fixed size (See page 5, lines 31-32). 

It would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to incorporate the teaching of Barber in the claimed invention of Kimoto in order to 
generate a an identifier for a software component that is unique, compact, immutable and secure 
(Seepage 8, lines 14-15). 

b. As per claims 12, 29 and 46, Kimoto teaches the claimed invention as described above. 
However, Kimoto fails to teach wherein receiving the unique identifier further comprises 
receiving the unique identifier with a fixed size of sixteen bytes. 

Barber teaches wherein the unique identifier has a fixed size of sixteen bytes (See 5, lines 

31-35). 

It would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to incorporate the teaching of Barber in the claimed invention of Kimoto in order to 
generate a an identifier for a software component that is unique, compact, immutable and secure 
(See page 8, lines 14-15). 

c. As per claims 13, 30 and 47, Kimoto teaches the claimed invention as described above. 
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However, Kimoto fails to teach wherein receiving the unique identifier further comprises 
receiving the unique identifier indicating a recursion. 

Barber teaches the unique identifier indicating a recursion (See page, lines 21-31). 

It would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to incorporate the teaching of Barber in the claimed invention of Kimoto in order to 
generate a an identifier for a software component that is unique, compact, immutable and secure 
(See page 8, lines 14-15). 

d. As per claims 14, 31 and 48, Kimoto teaches the claimed invention as described above. 
However, Kimoto fails to teach wherein processing the unique identifier includes determining 
whether the expected form comprises a structure. 

Barber teaches whether the expected form comprises a structure (See page 12, lines 30- 

35). 

It would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to incorporate the teaching of Barber in the claimed invention of Kimoto in order to 
generate a an identifier for a software component that is unique, compact, immutable and secure 
(See page 8, lines 14-15). 

e. As per claims 15, 32 and 49, Kimoto teaches the claimed invention as described above. 
However, Kimoto fails to teach wherein processing the unique identifier includes determining 
whether the expected form comprises a type of data. 



Application/Control Number: 10/630,846 Page 9 

Art Unit: 2141 

Barber teaches whether the expected form comprises a type of data (See page 12, lines 

30-35). 

It would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to incorporate the teaching of Barber in the claimed invention of Kimoto in order to 
generate a an identifier for a software component that is unique, compact, immutable and secure 
(Seepage 8, lines 14-15). 

Conclusion 

7. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

U.S. Patent Application No. 2004/0210556 to Brooke et al teaches a method for 
generating XML documents that include data content and style information form a plurality of 
data sources. 

U.S. Patent No. 7,1 17429 to Vedullapalli et al teaches methods and systems for managing 
styles electronic documents. 

8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Djenane M. Bayard whose telephone number is (571) 272-3878. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday- Friday 5:30 AM- 3:00 PM.. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Rupal Dharia can be reached on (571) 272-3880. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Djenane Bayard 
Patent Examiner 
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